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Abstract 
To assist in the identification of key professional resources for neuropsychologists, two 
hundred and fourteen Australian clinical neuropsychologists were asked to identify 
“essential” reference materials.  Fifty members of the Australian College of Clinical 
Neuropsychologists returned useable surveys.  Forty-three respondents provided 
information about which clinical neuropsychology books and journals they considered 
essential and why.  Results showed 15 books, including three Australian books, and 31 
journals were included in the essential reading list of at least 10 percent of this sample.  
Compared to similar previous surveys (predominantly conducted overseas and mostly 
over 10 years ago), the results of this survey suggest that in general, Australian 
neuropsychologists have similar views about the top ranking books and journals in 
clinical neuropsychology as their overseas counterparts.  An exception to this general 
trend may be the status of reference books containing norms, which appear to be growing 
in perceived importance.  Importantly, the results of this survey may be used to help 
practitioners identify key professional resources in the area of clinical neuropsychology. 
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Essential books and journals in clinical neuropsychology: an Australian 
perspective. 
Keeping up to date with the latest developments and theories in clinical 
neuropsychology is critical to good client care and a vital part of professional life.  One 
way of doing this is to frequently consult relevant books and journals.  However, in 
clinical neuropsychology like other disciplines, the relevant literature base is dynamic of 
necessity, to reflect the growth and maturation of the field (Ryan & Bohac, 1996).  
Periodic assessments of what constitutes current opinion regarding ‘essential’ reading 
material in neuropsychology are therefore important.  Such assessments may help reduce 
time spent locating good resources, assist with library acquisition decisions (both 
personal and institutional), and direct new comers to the field to core reading materials. 
To achieve an understanding of what constitutes essential readings in clinical 
neuropsychology previously, six separate surveys have been conducted (Casey, 1992a, 
1992b; Georgemiller, Ryan & Stiley, 1986; Ryan & Bohac, 1996; Ryan, Prifiteria & 
Cummins, 1982; Sweet & Moberg, 1990; Sweet, Moberg & Westergaard, 1996).  Most of 
these surveys were conducted in North America with one exception (i.e., Casey, 1992a; 
Casey, 1992b).  The study by Casey (1992) was a relatively informal survey conducted in 
Australia.  Importantly, the data collection phases of the most recently published surveys 
of this type (i.e., Ryan & Bohac, 1996 and Sweet et al., 1996) were conducted almost 10 
years ago (1993 and 1994 respectively).  This is also true of the Australian survey by 
Casey (1992a, 1992b).  Since then available reading materials and their emphases may 
have changed, and it is clearly important to assess current professional opinion regarding 
essential references in clinical neuropsychology. 
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The results of past surveys reveal an interesting pattern of results with remarkably 
stable findings in some areas.  For example, the top two ranking books (in order) have 
been Lezak’s (1995) Neuropsycholgical assessment (3rd edition) and Heilman and 
Valenstein’s (1993) Clinical neuropsychology (2nd edition).  These books have 
maintained their position of relative importance for a period of more than 10 years (Ryan 
& Bohac, 1996; Ryan et al., 1982).  In terms of journals, the Journal of Clinical and 
Experimental Neuropsychology has been among the top ranking journals since the first 
survey (Georgemiller et al., 1986) and has occupied the top ranked position in most 
previous surveys.   
To illustrate the pattern of results for periodicals that have been identified as 
important on several occasions previously, data from the five studies that included results 
for journals has been tabulated (note that, Ryan et al., 1982 investigated books only).  
Table 1 lists journals rated as essential reading previously and the relative perceived 
importance of these.  Table 1 was constructed using one of the two most recent surveys as 
a reference point (i.e., Ryan & Bohac, 1996).  That is, journals that were listed in Ryan 
and Bohac (1996), plus at least two of the four other studies were included in Table 1.  
Journals that were listed in Ryan and Bohac (1996) but less than two of the four 
remaining studies were not included in this Table (e.g., Psychological Assessment).  
Table 1 shows that changes in rankings have also occurred.  For example, the journal 
Cortex, which typically ranked in the top five in early essential reading surveys (see 
Table 1) was ranked last out of 10 in the most recent survey (Ryan & Bohac, 1996). 
Insert Table 1 about here 
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When considering information in Table 1, it is important to note differences in 
methodologies of past surveys.  For example, past surveys have differed in terms of 
sampling strategy (e.g., targeted mail-outs (e.g., Sweet & Moberg, 1990; Sweet et al., 
1996) versus requests for information to be sent in following newsletter advertisement 
(e.g., Casey, 1992a)), selection of participants (e.g., members of professional associations 
(e.g., Casey, 1992a; Sweet & Moberg, 1990; Sweet et al., 1996) versus academics (e.g., 
Georgemiller et al., 1986)), the type of survey used (e.g., structured list of references for 
ranking (e.g., Georgemiller et al., 1986) versus unstructured survey (e.g., Ryan & Bohac, 
1996), and the definition of “top” ranking material (e.g., highest average ranking 
reference (e.g., Ryan & Bohac, 1996) versus reference with highest rate of personal 
subscription or reading frequency (e.g., Sweet & Moberg, 1990; Sweet et al., 1996)).  
Some studies have focused on textbooks only (e.g., Ryan et al., 1982), journals only (e.g., 
Georgemiller et al., 1986) or both (e.g., Ryan & Bohac, 1996).  Further, studies where 
lists of references were provided for ranking such as those by Casey (1992a) and 
Georgemiller et al. (1986) differ in terms of the comprehensiveness and composition of 
reference lists provided.   
Interestingly, no previous essential reading survey has explored the reason-for-
ranking in detail, although this has been a matter of speculation.  For instance, it has been 
suggested that higher-ranking journals tended to be more specialized publications than 
those ranked lower (Georgemiller et al., 1986), especially in older surveys where the 
number of specialist neuropsychology journals was relatively limited. 
As mentioned previously, in Australia the issue of essential journals in clinical 
neuropsychology was last investigated over 10 years ago in an informal survey of 
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members of the College of Clinical Neuropsychology via their newsletter.  In the June 
issue of the Newsletter a survey was included in which readers were asked to indicate 
which of 28 journals they had access to and which of these they considered “essential 
browsing”.  The results of this survey showed that over 50% of full member respondents 
(n = 32 out of 42) ranked Journal of Clinical and Experimental Neuropsychology as the 
most important journal (88%), followed by Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery and 
Psychiatry (68%), The Clinical Neuropsychologist (66%), Brain (62%), 
Neuropsychologia (59%), and Cortex (53%).  The purpose of this survey was to reassess 
professional opinion about what constitutes essential reading (books and journals) in 
clinical neuropsychology, and to explore the reasons for these rankings. 
 
Method 
Participants 
Permission was sought from the Australian Psychological Society (APS) College of 
Clinical Neuropsychologists (CCN) and the APS to distribute the survey to College 
members.   Two hundred and fourteen CCN members received the survey.  The mail-out 
was conducted by the APS to protect the privacy of participants.  Surveys were sent to 
full, associate and affiliate members of the APS, College of Clinical Neuropsychologists. 
Student members of the CCN and members residing overseas were excluded from the 
sample.    
Survey 
The survey was constructed on the basis of results from previous studies (e.g, 
Sweet & Moberg, 1990; Ryan & Bohac, 1996).  Specifically, the initial list of journals 
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constructed for this question included all of those journals previously identified as 
important in clinical neuropsychology in overseas surveys.  The list was then refined and 
updated.  For example, several journals that were listed on previous surveys were not 
included on this list because they had ceased publication (e.g., Journal of Clinical 
Neuropsychology became Journal of Clinical and Experimental Neuropsychology in 
1985 and Clinical Neuropsychology became International Journal of Clinical 
Neuropsychology in 1983), or they no longer published significant amounts of 
neuropsychologically related material (e.g., Journal of Clinical Psychology or Journal of 
Consulting and Clinical Psychology).  Six journals were added to this survey that have 
not appeared on similar previous surveys (Assessment, Psychological Assessment, 
Neuropsychology, Neuropsychiatry and Behavioral Neurology, Applied 
Neuropsychology, and Cognitive Neuropsychology) as these journals have been 
publishing neuropsychologically related material. 
In subsequent sections of the survey, participants were asked to consider a list of 
34 journals and from that list to identify their top 15 periodicals in terms of their 
importance to clinical neuropsychology.  Respondents were then asked to rank their top 
15 journals in order of importance and answer questions about how frequently they 
consulted each periodical and whether they subscribed to them personally.  To assess 
opinion about essential neuropsychology texts, a less structured approach following 
established precedents (e.g., Ryan & Bohac, 1996) in which respondents were asked to 
generate their own list of essential text books in clinical neuropsychology and then rank 
these, provide ratings on consultation frequency, and using a novel item, indicate why 
they had nominated each text. 
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Demographic questions relating to degree and length of professional involvement 
in the area of clinical neuropsychology were included at the start of the survey.  Survey 
recipients who did not wish to complete the full survey incorporated an early exit option 
in the survey to ascertain the reason for non-responses.   
Procedure 
Surveys were distributed in July 2002 by APS National Office staff.  Recipients 
received a copy of the survey, a reply-paid envelope, and a cover letter.  The cover letter 
included information about the purpose and importance of the survey, the informed 
consent process, and the strategy used to select participants.  The inclusion of these 
elements in survey cover letters has been recommended previously (Frazer & Lawley, 
2000).  All participants received a follow-up letter two weeks after the initial mail-out, 
again distributed by APS National Office staff.  Three respondents requested a copy of 
interim results and these were distributed in September 2002. 
Results 
A total of 50 completed surveys were received by the cut-off date representing a response 
rate of 23%.  This response rate is similar to previous Australian surveys on essential 
reading (22%, Casey, 1992b), but is less than that of previous CCN membership surveys 
on other topics (e.g., ≈ 30%; Sullivan & Bowden, 1997) and overseas essential reading 
studies (e.g., 54%, Ryan & Bohac; 1996; 60%, Georgemiller et al., 1986). 
Of the 214 surveys distributed, one was undeliverable, and seven were returned 
with an explanation of why the survey was not completed (e.g., retired, not currently 
practising neuropsychology).  Seven respondents completed the portion of the survey 
referred to as the “minimal response option”.  These participants did not complete the full 
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survey but answered demographic questions and provided a brief statement about why 
they chose this option.  The rationale for including the “minimal response option” was to 
allow for comparison of demographic characteristics of those who completed the full 
survey with those who did not.   
A series of independent ANOVAs were conducted with return status (complete (n 
= 43) versus early exit (n = 7) as the independent variable and individual sample 
characteristics as dependent variables.  For all analyses reported, equal variances were 
assumed and an alpha level of 0.05 was used.  There were no significant differences 
between groups (e.g., level of CCN membership or length of professional involvement in 
neuropsychology).  Most people who quit the survey early felt they were not practising in 
the area sufficiently often for the survey to be applicable to them. 
The final sample consisted of 43 respondents of which 58% were female.  Almost 
three-quarters of the sample (72%) were full CCN members.  Approximately half of the 
sample (55%) had been practising for more than 10 years.  Psychologists with various 
levels of educational attainment were included in the sample and the majority of 
respondents reported a Master’s degree (51%) or PhD (35%) as their highest psychology-
related qualification.  Almost half of the respondents practised in a public or private 
hospital or clinic (49%), a third of the respondents worked in a private office or rooms 
(33%), and a small number of participants worked primarily in academia (19%).   
Of the 43 participants who completed the survey, 39 provided journal rankings 
and 34 provided book rankings.  Thirty-two people ranked both books and journals.  
Overall, 104 different books and 58 journals were listed as essential by respondents.  
Most books (70) were listed by one person only.  The number of books respondents listed 
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as “essential” varied between one and 10 (M =7.15, SD = 2.82).  The number of journals 
included in “essential” lists varied between one and 15, with an average of 13.44 (SD = 
3.65).  For data reduction reasons, only publications listed by at least 10% of respondents 
were tabulated and considered further.  Fifteen books and thirty-one journals met this 
inclusion criterion. 
Essential books 
Table 2 shows the top 15 books rated as essential reading in clinical 
neuropsychology by at least 10 percent of the sample in response to an open-ended item 
about recommended texts.  Following precedents set by Ryan and Bohac (1996) for 
presenting results of this type, Table 2 shows the number of times each book was 
mentioned irrespective of position in the list, and the average ranking for each book.  
Table 2 also includes an overall rank which takes into account frequency of mentions first, 
and mean ranking second (i.e., if two books were mentioned with equal frequency, mean 
rank data was used to determine overall rank position, such that books ranked higher 
received higher overall ranks).   Table 2 shows the top ranking book is Lezak (1995) 
Neuropsychological Assessment (3rd edition), although this book occupies this position 
by a slim margin and is closely followed by followed by Spreen and Strauss (1998) A 
compendium of neuropsychological assessment (2nd edition).   
 
Insert Table 2 about here 
 
An alternate method of determining the top ranked book is to restrict analysis to the 
book ranked most often in the top position, irrespective of the total number of mentions 
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overall.  That is, of those who completed survey and ranked books (n = 34), the book 
ranked first most often was the 1995 third edition of Lezak (n = 15). 
Of those who ranked Lezak the number one text and provided a reason for their 
ranking (n =13), the perceived comprehensiveness or breadth of coverage of this text was 
noted by most participants (n = 9).  However, one participant noted that Lezak was in 
need of updating, another noted that the book was not relevant to those working in 
pediatric settings, and another participant considered Lezak as a good initial source that 
should be followed up by consulting more specialist texts.  Reasons for the second and 
third top ranking books were as follows.  Spreen and Strauss (1998) was considered 
important because of frequency of use (n = 2) or comprehensiveness for this text for 
purpose of test interpretation (e.g., norms, plus description of test etc; n = 2), or a 
combination of these reasons (n = 2).  The one person who provided a reason for their 
ranking of the Mitrushina et al. (1999) book as essential indicated this was because of 
frequency of use. 
Interestingly, Table 2 includes four Australian texts (Ponsford, Sloan, & Snow, 
(1995), Anderson, Northam, Hendy, & Wrennall, 2001, and the two books by Walsh 
(Walsh, 1997 and Walsh, & Darby, 1999). A small number of participants listed seven 
other Australian texts as essential reading but these did not meet Table 2 inclusion 
criterion.  These books were listed by three or fewer respondents and were in order of 
endorsement frequency: Crowe (1997) three mentions; Crawford and colleagues (1992), 
Groth-Marnat and colleagues (2000), and Touyz and colleagues (1994) two mentions 
each; and Andrewes (2001), Bradshaw and Mattingley (1995), and Sargent and 
Unkenstein (1998) one mention each. 
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Essential journals 
Twenty-six of the 34 journals from the list of journals provided to participants are 
shown in Table 3.  In addition, Table 3 includes data on five journals that were added to 
the periodical list by respondents out of a total of 26 “other” journals overall.  
Specifically, of those journals that met Table 3 inclusion criterion, the most frequently 
added journals were: the Journal of the International Neuropsychological Society (10 
mentions), The Clinical Neuropsychologist (eight mentions) and Neurocase and 
Neuropsychological review (mentioned five times each). Table 3 shows the number of 
times each journal was mentioned irrespective of its position, and the average ranking for 
each journal.  The overall rank shown takes into account frequency of mentions first, and 
mean ranking second.  Table 3 shows the top ranking journal is the Journal of Clinical 
and Experimental Neuropsychology based on the number of mentions overall and mean 
rank score.   
 
Insert Table 3 about here 
 
 
Using the alternate method of determining the top ranked journal, respondents 
who completed the survey and ranked the journals placed Journal of the International 
Neuropsychological Society and Journal of Clinical and Experimental Neuropsychology 
in a tie for first place.  That is, seven people ranked one of these journals as the top 
journal.  Note that data on the mean rank and number of mentions for JINS may be an 
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underestimate since this journal was not included on the list of journals participants were 
asked to rank. 
Most of the participants who completed the survey and rated journals provided 
reasons for their choices (n = 36).  The reasons for assigning high rankings to specific 
journals were inspected and it was found that 24 participants (66% of this sub-sample) 
ranked a journal as number one because of perceived scholarship of content and 
frequency of publication (more is better).  Most of the remaining respondents (n = 9) 
based their selection of the top journal on it’s perceived relevance to their clinical work, 
research, or interest, rather than on its importance to the field of clinical neuropsychology 
more generally.  The remaining participants (n = 3) selected their top-ranking journal 
because of personal relevance and attributes such as perceived scholarship or publication 
frequency. 
Journal subscriptions. 
Of the 39 participants who ranked journals, 36 provided information about their 
subscription to neuropsychology journals.  The mean number of journals subscribed to 
was 1.53 (SD =1.67; range 0-7), and there was no significant difference between journal 
subscription rates between participants employed in various work settings (university 
versus private office/rooms versus public or private hospital or clinic) F (2, 33) = .866, p 
= .430.  The journal most frequently subscribed to was JINS. 
Discussion 
The aim of this study was to identify a contemporary list of essential readings in clinical 
neuropsychology, defined by Australian neuropsychologists.  Results showed a 
substantial number of books (104) and journals (58) were recommended as essential 
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reading.  The relatively large number of books and journals listed as essential in this 
study is consistent with previous surveys of this type.  For example, in the survey by 
Ryan and Bohac (1996), North American Neuropsychologists listed a total of 163 
different books and 56 journals.  Clearly there is wide variation in what constitutes 
essential books and journals in clinical neuropsychology. 
Of the books recommended, Lezak’s (1995) Neuropsychological Assessment (3rd 
edition) was the most frequently endorsed and the most highly ranked.  This finding is 
consistent with the results of similar surveys conducted elsewhere (e.g., Ryan & Bohac, 
1996).  It should be noted that respondents in this sample endorsed the most recent (third) 
edition of Lezak, not the second edition as found by Ryan and Bohac (1996).  The reason 
for ranking Lezak in this position was primarily related to the perceived 
comprehensiveness of the text relative to others.  Unlike previous surveys, the Heilman 
and Valenstein (1993) text Clinical neuropsychology (3rd edition) was ranked fifth instead 
of second, with newer norm-reference books such as Spreen and Strauss (1998) 
occupying higher positions than previously.  Indeed if the 1995 text by Lezak is counted 
in this category, the top three positions in this survey were held by books containing 
norms. 
The journal rated most highly in terms of endorsements and mean ranks was the 
Journal of Clinical and Experimental Neuropsychology, although this journal shared the 
top position with the Journal of the International Neuropsychological Society when 
analysis was restricted to data on the journal ranked in the number one position only.  
Specifically, when the top-ranking journal was defined by position first, then by number 
of mentions the top position was tied between the Journal of the International 
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Neuropsychological Society and the Journal of Clinical and Experimental 
Neuropsychology.  This result is interesting in light of recent changes in sponsorship of 
these journals.  That is, in previous surveys data collection was all prior 1993 and the 
Journal of Clinical and Experimental Neuropsychology was the official journal of the 
International Neuropsychological Society.  Since January 1995 however, the International 
Neuropsychological Society has produced its own journal, and the results of this survey 
show this journal is now ranking well, even though this journal was not included on the 
stimulus list of this survey.  Similar reasons were given for ranking these journals in the 
top position, including the perceived quality of research published in these journals and 
the relevance of articles to clinical practice and research in neuropsychology.   
Eleven of the twelve journals listed as essential by the most recent overseas 
survey of this type (Ryan & Bohac; 1996) were also considered essential by Australian 
neuropsychologists.  The exception was the Journal of Consulting and Clinical 
Psychology that was not rated as essential reading by more than 10% of Australian 
survey respondents.  In terms of long-term impact in the field of clinical neuropsychology, 
journals such as Brain, Cortex, Neuropsychologia, JCEN, The Journal of Head Trauma 
Rehabilitation, Archives of Clinical Neuropsychology, Neuropsychology, and The 
Clinical Neuropsychologist have rated highly in at least three of the five past “essential” 
reading surveys (see Table 1) and continue to rank predominantly in the top ten in this 
survey.  As noted previously, the reasons participants gave for their rankings included 
perceived scholarship and publication frequency, although it should be noted that, in most 
cases, publication frequency should not be primary criteria for endorsing journals.   
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There are several limitations of the present survey.  First, the response rate limits 
the generalisability of findings.  Whilst there were relatively few differences between 
minimal response option users and those who completed the full survey, the results of this 
study may characterize the opinions of a subset of Australian clinical neuropsychologists, 
particularly those with PhD or equivalent level qualifications. The extent to which these 
findings might generalize to the wider neuropsychology community is unknown and 
remains an empirical question.   In addition, it is unclear how the response rate for this 
survey could have been improved since similar figures were found by the previous 
Australian survey (Casey, 1992a) using a smaller informal instrument and no response 
enhancing strategies (e.g., no replied paid envelopes or follow-up letters).  Needless to 
say, the low response rate for this survey may impact on the external validity of these 
results, and cautious interpretation of these findings is warranted.  
Second, the results of this survey represent a snapshot of opinion about what 
constitutes essential reference material in clinical neuropsychology, and these findings 
will date as new titles and revisions appear.  The dynamic nature of the literature means 
that follow-up surveys of this type are likely to be important every five years as suggested 
previously (Ryan & Bohac, 1996).  Third, given that neuropsychology itself may have 
further specializations such as pediatric- or geriatric- neuropsychology, it is possible that 
a different set of references may be applicable in these areas.   This survey explored 
general neuropsychology texts, and future surveys may be useful to explore 
recommendations in relation to particular sub-specialties.  Fourth, the list of journals used 
to elicit responses could have been more comprehensive or differently constituted.  For 
example there was a relatively large number of “other” journals added to the list (n = 26), 
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including journals such as JINS, and mean rank data as well as the number of mentions 
for these journals may have been under-estimated in this study.  The number of journals 
added to the basic periodical list is perhaps not surprising given this list was derived from 
past studies and changes in available publications and publication policy over the past 10 
years.  Nevertheless, five “other” journals reached criterion in this study.  Considering the 
need to balance survey length with comprehensiveness, future surveys could include 
include these five journals, and exclude those that did not reach the required number of 
mentions for inclusion in the data analysis (i.e., Biological Psychology, Biological 
Psychiatry, Cognitive Rehabilitation, Journal of Abnormal Psychology, Journal of 
Behavioral Assessment, Neuroscience, and Psychological Reports).  This 
recommendation assumes similar publication policies and trends for these journals. 
Notwithstanding limitations of this study, these results define a useful set of 
references for graduate students and experienced Australian neuropsychologists.  This set 
of references constitutes current professional opinion regarding essential reading material 
in clinical neuropsychology, and as such helps define and articulate current professional 
standards.  Importantly, this information also has a number of important practical 
applications, such as reducing time spent searching for quality reading material, 
informing library acquisition decisions, and assisting new comers to the field to identify 
key resources that they should consider acquiring.   
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Table 1.   
Rank position of “essential” journals in clinical neuropsychology according to previous 
surveysε.   
 
 Georgemiller et 
al., 1986!
Sweet & 
Moberg,*
1990 
Casey, 
1992±
Sweet et 
al., 1996
Ryan & 
Bohac, 
1996}
Journal of Clinical and Experimental    
Neuropsychology
1 Tie 17 1 Tie 15 1 
The Clinical Neuropsychologist - 1# 2 11 2 
Archives of Clinical Neuropsychology - Tie 21 10 Tie 15 Tie 3 
Neuropsychology - Tie 25 13 Tie 15 Tie 3 
Neuropsychologia 5 11 3 4 5 
Neurology 12 3 Tie 7 1 6 
Journal of Head Trauma Rehabilitation - 15 18 Tie 6 8 
Journal of Consulting & Clinical 
Psychology
2 Tie 5 Tie 19 Tie 8 9 
Cortex 4 Tie 5 6 Tie 6 10 
Brain 7 7 5 Tie 8 11 
ε Note that rankings in this Table reflect rankings for those journals that were listed in 
Ryan and Bohac (1996) plus at least two of the four other studies listed.  Ranks are  
shown for those journals only.   
! The Clinical Neuropsycholgist and Neuropsychology were first published in 1987 after 
this survey was conducted.  Neuropsychiatry, Neuropsychology & Behavioural 
Neurology was also first published in 1988 (i.e., after this survey).  Journal of Head 
Trauma Rehabilitation was first published in 1986.  Rankings for the Journal of Clinical 
and Experimental Neuropsychology are based on rankings for the Journal of Clinical 
Neuropsychology (former name of the Journal of Clinical and Experimental 
Neuropsychology).  Ranks in this survey were based on ratings of “clinical utility” 
(Georgemillet et al., 1986, p. 278) 
* Survey of American Board of Professional Psychology (ABPP) and non-ABPP 
members; ranks based on whether journal was “read regularly” (Sweet et al., 1996, p. 
213). 
# Note The Clinical Neuropsychologist was not included on the journal list given to 
participants in the Sweet & Moberg survey, although this journal was added to the list 
by almost half (43%) of the ABPP sample.  Other journals that have ranked highly in 
other surveys but were not included in the Sweet and Moberg study were 
Neuropsychiatry, Neuropsychology, and Behavioural Neurology.   
± Ranks based on whether respondents considered the journal “important enough to 
check the contents of nearly every issue” or is considered “essential browsing” 
(Casey,1992a, 10). 
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 Ranks based on whether journal was “read regularly” (Sweet & Moberg, 1990, p. 112-
113). 
} Ranks derived in response to question: “What… journals do experts consider essential 
in the field”? (Ryan & Bohac, 1996, p. 223).
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Table 2.   
Frequency of mentions (total endorsements), mean rank score and rank order of 
recommended clinical neuropsychology texts.   
 
Book No. of 
mentions 
Rank 
position 
Rank
Lezak, M. D. (1995).  Neuropsychological assessment  (3rd 
ed.).  New York : Oxford University Press.  
27 1.85 1 
Spreen, O. & Strauss, E. (1998). A compendium of 
neuropsychological tests : administration, norms, and 
commentary (2nd ed.). New York : Oxford University 
Press. 
27 2.52 2 
Mitrushina, M.N., Boone, K.B. & D'Elia, L. F. (1999). 
Handbook of normative data for neuropsychological 
assessment. New York : Oxford University Press. 
8 2.50 3 
Snyder, P. J. & Nussbaum, P. D. (Eds). (1998). Clinical 
neuropsychology : a pocket handbook for assessment.  
Washington, DC : American Psychological Association.
6 4.33 4 
Heilman, K. M. & Valenstein, E. (Eds.). (1993).  Clinical 
neuropsychology (3rd ed.).  New York : Oxford 
University Press. 
6 5.17 5 
Walsh, K. (1997). Understanding Brain Damage: A Primer 
of Neuropsychological Evaluation.  New York: 
Churchill-Livingstone 
5 5.20 6 
Anderson, V., Northam, E., Hendy, J. & Wrennall, J. 
(2001).   Developmental Neuropsychology: A Clinical 
Approach.  Hove: Psychology Press. 
5 5.80 7 
American Psychiatric Association (1994). Diagnostic and 
statistical manual of mental disorders : DSM-IV.  
Washington, DC : American Psychiatric Association.  
5 7.80 8 
Ponsford, J., Sloan, S., & Snow, P. (1995). Traumatic brain 
injury: rehabilitation for everyday adaptive living.   
Hove: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.  
5 8.20 9 
Kaufman, A.S. (1990).  Assessing adolescent and adult 
intelligence.  Boston : Allyn & Bacon. 
4 3.25 10 
Lishman, W. A. (1998). Organic psychiatry: the 
psychological consequences of cerebral disorder (3nd 
ed.). Oxford: Blackwell Scientific.  
4 3.50 11 
Victor, M., Ropper, A. H., & Adams, R. D. (2000). Adams 
& Victor's Principles Of Neurology (7th ed.). New York: 
Medical Pub. Division, McGraw-Hill. 
4 3.50 12 
Grant, I. & Adams, K. M. (1997). Neuropsychological 4 5.50 13 
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Assessment of Neuropsychiatric Disorders. New York: 
Oxford University Press.  
Walsh, K.W. & Darby, D.  (1999). Neuropsychology : a 
clinical approach (4th ed.). New York : Churchill 
Livingstone*                         
13* 5.00 14 
* Note in some cases respondents listed an early edition of this book.  This data was 
combined with that supplied by participants who listed the current edition of this text. 
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Table 3.   
Frequency of mentions, mean rank score and rank order of recommended clinical 
neuropsychology journals.
Journal Title Number of 
mentions 
Mean 
rank 
Rank
Journal of Clinical and Experimental Neuropsychology* 33 4.30 1 
Archives of Clinical Neuropsychology 30 5.57 2 
Neuropsychologia 29 6.93 3 
Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery & Psychiatry 28 7.42 4 
Neuropsychology 27 5.74 5 
Brain 27 7.67 6 
Archives of Neurology 25 9.44 7 
Cortex 21 7.19 8 
Neurology 21 8.19 9 
Neuropsychiatry, Neuropsychology, & Behavioral 
Neurology
20 8.05 10 
Brain Injury 20 8.95 11 
Psychological Assessment 19 7.11 12 
Brain & Cognition 16 8.25 13 
Applied Neuropsychology 15 6.67 14 
Cognitive Neuropsychology 15 7.60 15 
Annals of Neurology 14 9.64 16 
Developmental Neuropsychology 12 5.75 17 
Journal of the International Neuropsychological Society 11 2.82 18 
Psychological Bulletin 10 11.90 19 
Journal of Head Trauma Research 9 7.44 20 
The Clinical Neuropsychologist 8 4.13 21 
American Journal of Psychiatry 8 10.00 22 
Brain & Language 8 10.50 23 
International Journal of Neuroscience 8 12.13 24 
Journal of Nervous & Mental Disease 6 11.00 25 
Neuropsychological Review 5 5.40 26 
Neurocase 5 6.60 27 
Archives of General Psychiatry 5 10.20 28 
Science 5 14.00 29 
Brain Impairment** 4 3.50 30 
New England Journal of Medicine 4 9.25 31 
* Former journal of the International Neuropsychological Society 
** Journal of Australian Society for the Study of Brain Injury  
 
 
 
